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AMENDMENT TO OP 00 0 ACTION 

In response 1 > 4 mailed on Mas lows 



Response 
\\ ester?ield et al 

i i/s i ijm 

in K oa,. > n.bcc Vuor >l,Ji In , y s ac JaI n jot i uii 
m ^ Oi v )u. ! it thi v.v. Acbon >* c 0 v. h-vention 1 as being directed to claims S n and 
Invention II as being directed to claim s. In response, Applicants elect Invention I, 

i >< > M UO )i p (. 5 ! \ v sv 

' ! ' ! - K O 1 tls > h 

t u n\ i o moo > ^ cnent n eMs-tei has r*»> 5 >a\ < \) the tesvsosn (as 
distinguished from the mere statement of conclusion | v| i * \ < s . < t 

independent or distinct from the others; and (B) the reasons why there would be a seriotss 
tauSm 'i {itKiiii ai!i v lO'uiiK'i Mdl P '!m np n ul ct htiit 

uses > s i. ^ i <h 5 .as pie- » -uppol uiuii \ . j ^ MP* P <. ^ ^ d 

A n or n{<«U rvi-* ->S vOndiiN-on vuhhx^iw MPPP SoMP A combination and 
subcombination are distinct if it can be shown that a combination, as claimed: A) does not require 
the particulars of the subcombination as claimed; and B) the subcombination can be shown to 
have mhos *n tt'<- ! > ' , viV r ks J e 'Km' >.mn s an Ml I " V'f'^Ki hi 

pj.se 'v s.l.'Ht, K s !t > i H>OU 'lK>N i ^ tl OMiiUei'^ 

not mpe'ed, the i xaminer mtist show by appropriate explanation n. oi v> l>* nv i \) 

v| )t , J ! vU fu>». ih ^ sO' 's H K 0 k ilti ujtOi udhN K>' 

together, and n ! a i tv e ' held »1h ech \ J P 2 pt ^ - added; 

( un/'v* p 

Inventions I and !! are identified in the outstanding Office Action as being related as 
combination and subcombination. In the Office Aeuoso it :s contended that the combmabcm as 
claimed does nor require the jvrucubiv x<( *h>. subcombination as claimed, and the 
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Response 
Wesierfield et ah 
I1/51L748 

S I s * ! [ - 1 < > ) <• i d ! i. 1 v <! us 

f ! O V i S \ i X. ' f 

if is not Applicants' responsibility to identify winch invention is the combination aad which 

SO\U\SOn <s Jv MiKoi >U Oh V * VH O \> < v ^ < v v U 

!ou' no is "too does l require the particulars of the sebcorAnnaOoe as claimed. 
M ul^ \ t n s b ,n not 

it , i < si k i> v\mk! \i> \ hh iK'OM'ik.l 'hIii oJ i t<on r> O 

conciiisionaropoavf.de; Basei upon A foro s u>| s submit ih I Abet \etion 
tails io meet the requirements under MPEP 80&i£&). 

Concerning MPEP 8080) 

In the outstanding Office Action, there is no reason provided why diem would be a 

! 0! 1 s 1 I ! t v. M Ik i >f - > 1 i i 

, <-m„ m ! o ; , ». n < K - .re e% en provided, Hare no saemmn o* e -opuiAe 
t n th o o i v etci S A e.s A >u so ! Ik Once Acfmu is s sp to 
silent as u> i Nuien 'viog on ibe b vtmmu. B\ aitogethto urns the jequncmcm ckao!> hud 
out f MP KP H()st(B} o \tM A mik! he Exami ei has iaiiet $ show se ious b hi 

Doc to tho insufficiency in showing both that the two inventions are distinct and that 
there would He sutou- burden v\\ the I vumoei d a sestnefton o not required XppAoA- 
s.-s\, I x ^ a m m m s'o \ 4 ' 1 ^ ! v i - < i I vtUvM. d 

the restriction be withdrawn and all of the pending ckums be prosecuted in the present 
application. 
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Response 
V\ ^vrtieid et a: 
1 1/511,748 

In itplx *«< ihw niesens response : site 1 warmse; wwln \ io uRfickanh nrou dut the 
restriction is wan-anted, the present restriction, needs to be withdrawn and a new restriction 
eikud u ^ ^ n - „^ \< k , o* i jj ^ n>nr's Mtempt ^ 

to p m fl l, j b\el ot mi J Ik > K" -a a -rviJCi; » os ! 5 t si k n tumi In 
<t i ho st - > e s ! * < , < v s v x s ju^v not 

meet t\ K\p o n«. cleare *\nol u<h u ' I 1 -< v I * >v> e t k^ „ f jus n au ^e 
-u^epuHe UKu'bnoev md cupruo^ tun ;na 

\ f H ! '> ! I 1 J* f l •>! > U ' > " i I 

telephone the undersigned in the event the Examiner would, like to discuss the merits of the 
application or tins Response. 

If there are any other fees not accounted lor above, the assignee of present application, 
(.Mil! en -1 Uk ht.'vb li lu toi i^hi to d «u u \u s fees, 

including an> exlenstot of time tees, to the account ol Lexmark International ira , Deposit 
Account No, 12-1213, 

Respectful 1 y sabre i it ed , 
/William F. Esses:/ 

William F. Esser 
Re^trytu-n No 
Lexmark international, inc. 
Intellectual Property Law 
Department 

740 West. New Circle Road 
Bldg. 082-1 
Lexington, KY 40550 
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